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STATEMENT FOR THE NATURAL RESOURCES AND AGRICULTURE
HEARING - February 10, 1972
7:00p.m.
Mr. Chairman, Members of the Committee, Fellow Delegates, and
Ladies and Gentlemen:

For the second time, I come before you as a citizen to speak
about something in which I sincetely believe. The first time was
on Feb. 1, when the committee on Natural Resources met jointly
with that of the Bill of Rights on the subject of environment. At
that time I stated that my decision to appear as a witness was
arrived at after seven days of listening to arguments in defense
of the status quo. Well, I have been listening now for 13 days,
and the arguments haven't changed very much. We have received some
correspondence supporting my stand, and a few of the many people
who basically agree with me have been able to do so, have also appeared
before this committee.
One dimension has been added, however. That is delegate proposal
162. My decision to submit this proposal was based on several things.
As rhe deadline approached to submit proposals, I became convinced
that if a strong stand for environmental protection and the wise use
of natural resources were going to be made, then I had better be
willing to make it.

’’

During my campaign, I made very few promises. But my stand on
the use of natural resources was very well known. This was one reason
I ran; and, I believe, one reason I won.

The delegates to this convention have many important decisions
to make. But of all the decisions to be arrived at, none w 11 be
more important for the citizens of this state, than the one we make
concerning environment and natural resources.
Sometimes we can reverse
an unwise decision without too much damage having been done by that
decision. Montana can manage to conduct its business whether or not
the executive officers, or the legislators or the supreme court members
are elected or appointed; or whether or not sessions are open-ended or
annual.

But for the environment, the handwriting is on the wall—storm
warnings are up all over the country. The storm warnings are up in
the state of Montana, and we would, indeed, be fools to ignore them.
There comes a time when the status quo is not good enough--either in
the lives of individuals or in the affairs of men. The status quo
does not, and evidently, cannot, cope with our deteriorating environment.
The air gets dirtier; the streams more polluted; productive land is
destroyed by the ruthless efficiency of strip mining. Minerals are
unnecessarily depleted; forests are over-cut and timber is wasted.
The list could go on.
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If ever a golden opportunity were ever given to an individual,
or to a group, or to a state, that golden opportunity surely has been
given to us here.in Convention Hall, in Helena, Montana..to do
what we shall never have the opportunity to do again. We must not
shrink from this challenge. We must be farsighted enough to measure
immediate gain against the use of our natural resources for 100 or
1000 years to come.
Because there are witnesses to speak to Delegate Proposal 162,
I shall not do so at this time. However, it attempts to provide
a framework within which we can work.
It delineates five points,
four of which, by the way, were recommended by Mr. Leonard Campbell,
Regional Council of the EPA, Regional Office in Denver, when he spoke
here a week ago:

(a) A broad preamble of policy,
(b) A concept of a public trust
for the benefit of all of us,
(c) A mandate to the legislature
for implementing legislation, and (d)
the concept of citizen suit,
(e) Eminent domain.
(Mention telegram)
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DISCUSSIONS:

"There shall be a department of Agriculture the functions of
’.<?hich shall include, but not be limited to, research, regulation
and compilation of information regarding cultivation, production,
marketing and consumption of agricultural commodities."

Motion carried on roll call vote.
Siderius explained his proposal #93 to the committee who decided

to refer it to the Bill of Rights Committee with an affirmative

recommendation.
There being no further business, the committee recessed until

7:00 p.m. at which time they will hold their Romney Hearing on the
tentative draft of this committee proposal in the Senate Chambers.

Ic is being held in the Senate Chambers in order that it may be televised.

Time of recess:

11:05 a.m.

ROMNEY HEARING
The Romney Hearing commenced at 7:20 p.m. in the Senate Chambers.
The Chairman introduced the committee members.

She then stated

that all delegates had been given a letter of transn ittal and a tenta

tive draft of the proposal of this committee.
letter of transmittal.

She then read the

(See Attachment i)

C. B. McNeil presented the report and tentative draft of the

subcommittee on water rights.

Jeff Brazier next presented the report and tentative draft of

the subcommittee on cultural resources.

"Erv" Gysler then presented the report end tentative draft of
the subcommittee on agriculture.
Art Kamhoot presented his report and tentative draft on

reclamation of coal lands.

At this time. Chairman Cross relinquished the Chair to Vice
Chairman Gysler so that she might read her statement on environment
and natural resources.

(See Attachment A)
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Senator Lee Metcalf of Montana appeared and spoke in support
of of a strong environment policy and for reclamation of coal

mined lands.

He said that the public has an overriding interest

in the protection of all lands and there should be some way to

protect them from abuse of environment on private lands.
Mr. Bill Leaphart, a Senior at the University of Montana Law

School, who recently wrote an article on "public trust" stated
that he does not believe private property should be included in the
"public trust" doctrine and that that would violate the United
States Constitution.

Bill Cunningham, a professor at the University of Montana Forestry

School, spoke in behalf of the public trust doctrine.

(See Attachment

#1)

Professor Hollenbaugh of the University of Montana School of

Forestry appeared in support of the public trust doctrine being put
in the Montana Constitution.
Mrs. Patricia Antonick of Helena, representing the Sierra Club,
read a prepared statement in support of a strong public trust doctrine

being put in the Constitution.

(See Attachment #2)

Patricia Dee Meyer of Missoula, representing the League of Women

Voters and GASP, read a statement in support of a strong environmental
policy being put in the Constitution.

(See Attachment #3)

Elmer N. Cox of Fort Benton, representing the Montana National
Farmers Organization testified that the private land owners tremble

about Delegate Proposal #162.

Ray Gardner of Kalispell, representing the Society of American
Foresters, read a prepared statement and presented the committee with
literature and pamphlets on Montana's forests.

(See Attachment #4)
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Gene Picotte, a Helena attorney representing the MontanaDakota Utilities appeared as an opponent of the Delegate Proposal #162.

Cecil Garland of Lincoln appeared in behalf of a strong
environmental policy and a public trust.
Dr. James N. Brogger, a veterinarian from Missoula, representing
the Western Montana Fish & Game Assn., urged the committee to include
an environmental policy and public trust doctrine in the Constitution.

George Darrow, a Representative from District 8 - Yellowstone Co.,
appeared in support of a strong environmental article containing a

life support system as a public trust and the right to enforce that

trust.

Robert D. Watt of Helena, representing the Montana Student

Presidents'Assn, appeared in support of Delegate Proposal #162.
He said that this association unqualifiedly supports the public

trust doctrine.

Doris Milner of Hamilton, speaking for the citizens of Ravalli
County appeared in support of Delegate Proposal #162.
Mrs. Gene Allen of Drummond spoke in opposition to the

public trust doctrine in Delegate Proposal #162.
At this time, the hearing was opened to water use and water

rights.

The first person appearing on this subject was Professor

Al Stone of the University of Montana at Missoula.
The next witness to testify was Hubert White of Townsend,

representing the Montana Water Development Association, who stated
that they recommend beneficial use by diversion.

(See Attachment #5)

Representative George Darrow of Yellowstone County, District No. 8,

was the next to speak on the subject of water.
Ray Gulick of Joplin read a prepared statement in support of

the department of Agriculture and on the effect of Federal subsidies
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on general farming and the decline of income by 25% while
other subsidies were increased to 330% in every other Federal
program.

(See Attachment #6)

Terry Murphy of Cardwell read a prepared statement calling
for a strong and effective department of Agriculture.

(See Attachment

#7)

Mr. Ed Melby, a farmer from Molt, presented and read a prepared
statement asking that the department of Agriculture be retained

in the Constitution.

(See Attachment #8)

Gordon Matheson, a grain farmer in the Conrad area, read a
prepared statement in support of the department of Agriculture being
kept in the Constitution.

(See Attacnment #9)

Bob Ward of Bozeman testified that he favored a strong centralized

department of Agriculture in the Constitution with all facets of
Agriculture in it.
The following witnesses did not testify:

Don Scanlin, Delegate

from Yellowstone County, District 8, who represented the Rocky Mountain

College Survey on the right to a quality environment noted on Witness
Form that in a random survey of faculty and students there were 38 for
this subject, 5 against and 7 undecided.

Also, Dr. Clancy Gordon of

the University of Montana at Missoula was present with a movie "The

Terrible News" to be shown on the environment.

However, due to the

later.ess of the hour and the fact that it had been previously shown
to tne Bill of Rights and Natural Resources committees, the movie was
not shown.
There being no further business, the hearing adjourned at 10:45 p.m.

Chairman

